The largemouth bass population of Crab Orchard Lake was sampled by electrofishing from April through October 1967 and 1968. Samples were taken at least once a week during 1967 and at least twice a month during 1968. Captured bass were weighed to the nearest g and measured in mm standard length. Stomach contents were removed in the field by a gastroscope (Dubets 1954), preserved in 10% formalin, and returned to the laboratory. It was obvious from field observations that when the correct size gastroscope was used, the interior of the stomach could be viewed directly and all contents detected. The examination did not harm the bass and they were returned to the lake. In the laboratory, stomach contents were filtered through coarse filter paper weighing more than 1,800 g (Table 3 ).
Of the 496 bass that contained food at the time of capture, 71% contained gizzard shad, 5% bullheads, 15% crayfish, 5% centrarchids, and 19% unidentified material. Limiting consideration of food items to gizzard shad at the time the shad were consumed, the smaller bass ingested relatively bigger food items than did the larger bass. Bass weighing 90 to 450 g, 451 to 900 g and more than 900 g had consumed shad averaging 9.2, 7.6, and 3.0% of their body weight respectively (Table 4) . (Table 5 ).
Only 10% of the 496 bass stomachs containing food collected over the 2-yr period contained more than one forage organism.
In 46% of these cases at least one of the forage organisms was a crayfish. In only 3% of the other fish were the forage organisms in different stages of digestion. Seasonal uniformity of the percentage of empty stomachs in 2 years (Table 1) suggests that this parameter might be a means of evaluating the availability of forage in lakes. The fact that the percentage of empty stomachs also appears to be independent of size of bass (Table 2) (Table 3) is best explained by the fact that the gizzard shad was the principal forage item, and both large and small bass typically consumed only one shad when their stomachs were empty. Although one shad constituted a high food intake for a small bass, it provided a low intake for a large one. Although the average size of shad eaten by bass smaller than 300 mm was considerably less than the average size of shad eaten by large bass, the food intake of the smaller fish, when expressed as a percent of body weight, was greater than that of the larger bass. 
